|-375 Improvement Project
COMMUNITY CONVERSATION #1

MAY 17, 2017




375 Impravement: Studyy
Community Conversatiam#il Agenda

A 5:00¢ DoorsOpen/Reviewof Exhibits& Mingling with Project Staff

T

5:30- Welcome - RobertDavis/KelbyWallace/JanetAttarian/Vince Keenan
Introductionsof PublicOfficials& AdvisoryCommitteeMembers

5:40- WhyHere? Why Now?¢ CarrieWarren/Stevelewis

5:50 - Settingthe Tablefor this EveningConversationg Matt Webb

5:55 RoundtableDiscussior#l (Why Here?Why Now? & Purposeand Need)¢ RobertDavis
6:25 p.m. Reviewof lllustrative Alternatives¢ KelbyWallace

6:40 p.m. RoundtableDiscussior#2 (lllustrative Alternatives)¢ RobertDavis

Do Io Do P Do Do

7:25 p.m. Next Steps¢ KelbyWallace/Stevel ewis

* Projectstaff availableafter 7:30 for additional discussion




1940 1950 1960 1970 1980 1990 2000 2010 2020 2030 2040

A National Federal
Highway Act :
passed (1956)

A3 75

Ny j | 0375 EAfor375 improvement Study
R0 RN (201.7)
' A 1-375 Feasibility Study/EA to improve
access to riverfront (1998002)

A MDOT Planning and Environmental
Linkages (PEL) Study (2014)

A Black Bottom A Your!DetroitEast Riverfront Study

A Hastings Street (20162017) | |
A Paradi%e Valley A 1-375 construction started (1959 A 1-375 in MDOT Five

A 1-375 opens (1964) Year Program(2022)

s VIDNA oo s eoN

PARADISE THEATER

Whg Here? \NMIQMNOW?




What We
Learned In
20147

\/ Established the Purpose & Nee
for Improvements

V Do Nothing is Not An Option

V Transformation of the
[-375 corridor Is a viable - a4 RN
studied further

Besaansas T T T P r PO P T T T

V Missing the land use vision I-375 ALTERNATIVES STUDY
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Why Here? Why Now?
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Why Here? Why Now?

YOUR

detroit
eastriverfront

Share your thoughts,
Shape the vision

i
Learn More
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GM DOT

Setting the
Table for Our
Discussion

CITY of DETROIT
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Fatal
Flaw
Screening

6 lllustrative Alternatives

2 Practical
Alternatives

Refined
Analysis

Preferred
Alternative
Detailed Analysis

NationdlfznvironmentabPolicytAst (INEPA)
D




Proposed
Purpose & Need For Improvements

5 TN

shape the vision
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Table Discussion

x Why Here? Why Now?
X Study Area
x What do we need to fix?

x Capture your table
comments, questions,
concerns

X Desighate spokesperson to
report out




